


Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Bas2 Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


“SECREFANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC 45 if 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 


ICO ISN 683 (YEMEN) 
EZ 


o Subject ARB was held on 20 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to 
based on the following: 








« Threat Assessment: 
* Intelligence Value: 
© Other: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO iS] 


























Tab A OARDEC ASIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 683 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English, 
and Arabic translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) point of contact for 
delivery to the EC. The AMO received written confirmation that the EC refused to accept 
delivery of the copies from the JDG. 






f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b.. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 





(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (EBI) 











(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 





ISN 683 
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(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 








(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4, (U) Primary Factors (including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 





ISN 683 
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b. (U) Travel 





c. (V) Training 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 





(ii) (U) According to a daily publication, ISN 10016 was a Palestinian 
fundamentalist in charge of Usama bin Laden's camps. ISN 10016 decided who 
was to be accepted and who was to be rejected. The publication reported ISN 
10016 was in charge of the financial expenses of the camps. ISN 10016 was also 
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in charge of making the travel arrangements of the brothers who were either going 
to the camps or returning to their countries of origin. (DMO-3) 








e. Organizational Affiliations 





£. (U) Individual Affiliations 






g. (U) Behavior 
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h. (U) Other Information 





i. U) ors in Support of 
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ARB 3 - Decision Reports 











5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC isa citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 





a. (SNF} Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 





b. -(S/NFIntelligence Value. The EC is of BSR due to the following 
factors: 





c. (SNF Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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d. -S/-NE} Recommendation. 








8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OQARDEC) 
at U.S, Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


—SEEREFANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECHES he 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 684 (WEST BANK) 


o BE ARB was held on 28 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to EEU 


based on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o Agency assessments follow: 











o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 




















‘Transfer Release 





Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 684 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U). An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b, (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. The ARB 
confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English and Arabic 
translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) point of contact for delivery to 
the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the JDG. 






£. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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SECREHIOROONNOEORN 
3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


(U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5). 


(1) ©) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 









(2) ©) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (0) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (©) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) _ 
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SEORETHORCONNOPORN 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 








(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


b. (U) Recruitment 
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d. (U) Training 


e. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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(a) (U) Hamas was formed in late 1987 as an outgrowth of the Muslim Brotherhood, 
Hamas elements have used both political and violent means, including terrorism, to 
pursue the goal of establishing an Islamic Palestinian state in place of Israel. 
Hamas's strength is concentrated in the Gaza Strip and the West Bank. (DMO-2) 


h. (U) Beha 





i. (U) Other Information 
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j. (V) Factors in Support of FA 





4. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of the West Bank. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 
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5. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








6. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SYN) Threat Level. The EC poses af) due to the 


following factors: 








b.-(S#NFF Intelligence Value. The EC is o ue to the following 


factors: 
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7. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review € , 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SGECREFANCFORS- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDEC 46 eb 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 


ICO ISN 685 (ALGERIA) 


o ld on 19 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to 







Threat Assessment: 
Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
{Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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SECRETHORCON one 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 685 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form, 


e. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC appeared to understand the 
process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


£. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 


ISN 685 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CEA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 
(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S, Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the Enemy 
Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 
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a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 





c. (U) Training 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 


ISN 685 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 4 of 8 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 2977 











e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f. (U) Individual Affiliations 





g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 
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i. (U) Factors in Support of TEN 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Algeria. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 


submission material presented on behalf of ISN 685, herein enclosed as Enclosure (4). There 
were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 685. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SNF Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 
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b. SNF) Intelligence Value. The EC is of FB due to the following 


factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. § 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba t 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





-SEERE FNOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Offici: 
FROM: Director, OARDEC “haba 


SUBJECT; ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 686 (YEMEN) 


24 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Go 
based on the following: 


t ARB held 







« Threat Val 
e Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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SPCRETHTORCOTU NC Poe 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 686 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


ISN 686 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 1 of 9 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 2983 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6): 


(1) (U) 












(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMQ) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. No new exhibits were 
introduced since last year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 







b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f. (U) Individual Affiliations 








g. (U) Behavior 


h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support of By) 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material presented on behalf of ISN 686, herein enclosed as Enclosure (4). There 
were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 686. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
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SRCRETHORCOM OP ORN 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. SAN Threat Level. The EC poses al 


following factors: 










b.-(SANFY Intelligence Value. The EC is o due to the following 
factors: P 


a Treatment Act Considerat 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
- Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


“SEERETINGFORN—- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oarpEcds Ayos 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 687 (Saudi Arabia) 


ld on 22 Jan 08 resulting in a unanimous recommendation tof SNH) 


d on the following: 


© Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
œ Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA het 
[cA 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 687 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d.. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 
A copy of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English and Arabic translated, were 
offered.to the EC, but he refused to accept the documents. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 


status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 







(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 






b. (U) Trayel 


ISN 687 
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c. (U) Training 











d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 





(a) (U) Department of Homeland Security (DHS) reported that LT is the armed wing 
ofa Pakistan-based religious organization, Markaz-ud-Dawa-wal-irshad, a Sunni anti- 
U.S. missionary organization formed in 1989, (DMO-2) 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f. (U) Individual Affiliations 






g. (U) Behavior 


h. (U) Other Information 





ISN 687 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 5 of 8 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 





i. (U) Fai in Support of 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Saudi Arabia. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 687, identified herein as enclosure (4). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 687. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
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7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. -(S/NFy Threat Level. The EC poses ae due to the 


following factors: 














b. {SNF Intelligence Value. The EC is o jue to the following 
factors: 





c. (S75 Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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d. (SNF Recommendation, 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEEREFANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDEC NS gy 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 688 (YEMEN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 5 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation G | 
(ERS based on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


RECOMMENDATION: 








Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 688 








1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English 
and Arabic translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) point of contact for 
delivery to the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the 
JDG. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, ifany, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 


ISN 688 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 











(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in-the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 
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a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 





c. (U) Training 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 


g (UY) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 
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i. (U) Factors in Support of oe | 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SNF, Threat Level. The EC poses Be due to the 


following factors: 
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b. tSNFF Intelligence Value. The EC is of BS) ue to the following 


factors: 





c. (SNF Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 





NPY Recommendation. 
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SPERETIORCONNORORAN 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review. 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEGRE AOFOR- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDECAPSHEY6T 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 689 (YEMEN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 19 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation ee 
based on the following: 





. 
+ Threat Assessment: 
* Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


at the EL 


RECOMMENDATION: 
the EC by initialing: 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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SEERETORCONNOFORR 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 689 








1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered. 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 


included herein within enclosure (6): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 








(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 










(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMQ) 








(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 
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SEGRE REGHNSESRN 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An ‘“*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a, (U) Recruitment 
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b. (U) Travel 





c. (U) Training 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 


g. (U) Behavior 


h. (U) Other Information 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 


submission material presented on behalf of ISN 689, herein enclosed as Enclosure (4). There 
were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 689. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (S7NPy Threat Level. The EC poses af due to the 
following factors: 





b. (SNF Intelligence Value. The EC is Ge due to the following 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous degisi 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEEREFANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECHS heo 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 690 (YEMEN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 26 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation ee 
[EEA based on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 








o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 





© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO} 





















(Detain) J- p22 
‘Transfer Release. 
Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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SEPERETPORCOIINOPERN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 690 


1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 


included herein within enclosure (6). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 







(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 





c. (U) Training 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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ISN 690 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





£. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support Ae 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U). The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided, 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a.-(S/NF} Threat Level. The EC poses Pe due to the 
following factors: 






b. -(S/#NFF Intelligence Value. The EC is 0 
factors: 
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Fy Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous degisi 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEECRETFINOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDEC fedja 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 691 (YEMEN) 


t ARB was held on 19 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation 
1) based on the following: 









e Threat Assessment 
© Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 











DASD-DA 
CIA 








FBI 

















o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 














BSN 


ransfer 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 691 





1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U).An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB. as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC appeared to understand 
the process. 

















f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 


included herein within enclosure (7). 


(1) = Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 
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4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “** denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 























b. (U) Travel 
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h. (U) Other Information 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a, (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 691, identified herein as enclosure (4). 
[here were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 691. 





6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








a. (SHNF}Threat Level. The EC poses al 
following factors: 
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b. #S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of f 


factors: 
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c. (SANF} Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEECREFANOFORS- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oarveclS Yapa 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 692 (YEMEN) 








o Subject, ARB was held on 2 April 2007 resulting i in a unanimous recommendation to 












e Threat Assessmen 
« Intelligence Value: 
* Other Factors: 











o Agency assessments follo 





DASD-DA 
CIA 





FBI 











o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 692 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation, 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to appear personally in the ARB Proceedings, and 
wanted to respond to each statement of information in the Unclassified Summary after it was 
presented, 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 


e. (U) The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which included inquiries 
regarding his motivation to support jihad, recruitment and travel. All EC testimony and 
comments are included in enclosure (4). 














5 





g. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned, The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


h. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA’ 
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4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB: 


a, (U) Recruitment 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 























7 U) Organizational Affiliations 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. , 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








a. ¢S*NFThreat Level. The EC poses al due to the 


following factors: 
































8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Departnient of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


“SEERETANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECTS yhe 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 694 (Algeria) 


o o ARB was held on 22 Jan 08 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to coo 


on the following: 


© Threat Assessment: 
» Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PRI IGS AND BASIS FOR AD! TRA’ 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 694 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings ; 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) Exhibit EC-A, Notification of CSRT Determination, dated 7 January 2008, constitutes 
constructive notice of Enemy Combatant Notification of ISN 694, identified herein as 
enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit 
EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to appear 
personally in the ARB Proceedings, wanted the assistance of the AMO, and wanted to 
respond to each statement of information in the Unclassified Summary after its presentation. 
The AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the AMO’s interview and 
provided an oral statement made by the EC to the AMO during the interview. This statement 
is documented in Exhibit EC-B. Two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, 
English and Arabic translated, were delivered to the EC. The AMO presented written 
confirmation of delivery to the EC to the JDG. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The AMO responded verbally, on behalf of the EC, to each allegation/statement in the 
Unclassified Summary. The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which 
included inquiries regarding his travels to Afghanistan and Pakistan, his weapons and 
explosives training, his associations, and his future plans, Alt EC testimony and comments 
are included in enclosure (3). 











g. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 
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h. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a, (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 


e Affairs (DASD-DA 





(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITE) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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SRCRETHORCONNOTORN 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 











4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


a. (U) Recruitment 








ISN 694 
Enclosure (6) 
Page 3 of 11 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3049 


ISN 694 
Enclosure (6) 
Page 4 of 11 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 





ISN 694 
Enclosure (6) 
Page 5 of 11 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 





Enclosure (6) 
Page 6 of 11 





ARB 3 - Decision Reports 





e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





(b) (U) The Armed Islamic Group is a terrorist organization that aims to overthrow 
the secular Algerian regime and replace it with an Islamic state. (DMO-2) 
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g- (U) Behavior 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Algeria. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB. 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 694, identified herein as enclosure (4). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 694.. 
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b. -(S/ANF} Intelligence Value, The EC is of (RVR V a duc to the following 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decisu 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


“SEERETANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC orbs 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 695 (LIBYA) 


held on 26 Dec 07 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to Se 
ed on the following: 












> Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
è Other Factors: 





o TheLegal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





(Detain) 


(Transfer 























Attachments: 


Tab A. OARDEC DSJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B_ Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 695 





1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2), The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. The ARB 
confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English and Arabic 
translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) point of contact for delivery to 
the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the JDG. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 


status of this detainee. 
ISN 695 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
(U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant of Defense for Detainee Affairs DASD-DA) 











' (2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 








(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





(a) (U) The Libyan Islamic Fighting Group is a terrorist organization that declared the 
government of Libyan leader Muammar Qadhafi un-Islamic and pledged to 
overthrow it. Some members are aligned with Usama bin Laden's al Qaida 
organization or are active in the international Mujahedin network. (DMO-2) 


b. (U) Travel 
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£ (U) Individual Affiliations 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. U) The EC is 25 years old and a citizen of Libya. No third party or home country 
statements were provided. 
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6, (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a, {S#NFY Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 











b.-¢S//NFY Intelligence Value. The EC is 
factors: 


oE ote following 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba t 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


—SEEREFANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECAD Yrs 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 696 (SAUDI ARABIA) 


as held on 18 Jan 08 resulting in a unanimous recommendation of 
based on the following: 


© Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 
















o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA a 


o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 




















Transfer 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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SEOCRETHORCONNOPORN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 696 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) Exhibit EC-A “Notification of CSRT Determination” dated 7 January 2008, 
constitutes constructive notice of Enemy Combatant Status Notification of ISN 696, 
identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy Combatant Election 
Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC 
wanted at appear personally in the ARB proceedings and wanted the assistance of the 
Assisting Military Officer. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The EC stated he would not respond to any of the allegations in the Unclassified 
Summary and would not respond to any questions from the ARB members. All EC 
testimony and comments are included in enclosure (4). 


f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel - 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the EC Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 





(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 






(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 





© WU) 


U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 











(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OM! 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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g.(U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 







(8) (U) The EC stated that King Fahd was an infidel. (Enclosure 3) 


(9) (U) The EC stated the allegations in the Unclassified Summary were true. 
(Enclosure 3) 


i. (U) Factors in Support LG) 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a, (U) The EC isa citizen of Saudi Arabia. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 






7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 
a, (SNF) Threat Level. The EC poses aS) iwe to the 
following factors; 


b. -(S/ANF} Intelligence Value. The EC is | due to the following 
factors: 
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d. t ati 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a, (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





-SEEREPANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC 465 fen 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 702 (RUSSIA) 


o Subject ARB was held on 20 June 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to 
based on the following: 


By 









© Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


























© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 








RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO 
A 











Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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SEORETHOROONNOFORY 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR AD) 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 702 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. The AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the AMO’s 
interview. These comments are documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 


(©) 

















f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 





b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 





























(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMOQ) 
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(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
E 

















4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate new information not available in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 


4 po 














~ 


(a) (U) The Department of Homeland Security has designated the IMU a foreign 
terrorist organization. In Operation Enduring Freedom, the counterterrorism coalition 
has captured, killed, and dispersed many IMU militants who were fighting with the 
Taliban in Afghanistan. (DMO-4) 

7 le 


(1 























b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 
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a 
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i. (U) Factors in Support of 











= 
































x 


. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SNF) Threat Level. The EC poses a! 
following factors: 
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b. tSNFy Intelligence Value. The EC is of 
factors: 








due to the following 


T 























8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 








ISN 702 
Enclosure (6) 
Page 9 of 9 
-SEGRETFHORGONINOFORN- 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3091 











Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECRET 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oarDEcKShghz 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 703 (ALGERIA) 


© Subject ARB was held on 02 Aug 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Bo 
COMER base on the following: 








© Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 












o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation. 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


i: That the DCO 







RECOMMENDATIO) 





Attachmen: 


Tab A OARDEC ASIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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SEOCREMHOROCTENGPORN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 703 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to appear personally in the ARB Proceedings. The 
AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the AMO’s interview. This 
statement is documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which included inquiries 
regarding his motivation to support jihad, his weapons training, his future plans, and his 
perception of U.S. forces. All EC testimony and comments are included in enclosure (4). 





g. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary, The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


h. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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SEOREMORCOHNOFORT 
3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 









(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CLA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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SHORES ROCTNOT ORT 
(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 










(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





(i) (U) Jamat-al-Tabligh is a Pakistan based Islamic missionary organization used 
as a cover to mask travel and activities of terrorists, including members of al 
Qaida. (DMO-16) 


b. (U) Travel 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 






£ (U) Individual Affiliations 





h. (U) Other Information 
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i, (U) Factors in Support o) 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a, (U) The EC is acitizen of Algeria. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SHNF} Threat Level. The EC poses a Cue to the 
following factors: 





b. (S#NFy Intelligence Value. The EC is of (AS) due to the following 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review Mh a 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantaname Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





ACTION MEMO 
FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC4 S Yaby 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 707 (SUDAN) 


o EO was held on 22 Jan 08 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Goo 


based on the following: 


© Threat Assessment: 
* Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





O The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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Tab A OARDEC DSJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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SECRETHORCONINOFORN— 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 707 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a, (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c, (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs DASD-DA) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 








(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


OW 


U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 






(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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SECREFIORECONNGFORN- 


4. (©) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 








c. (U) Tra ining 
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-SECRETHORCONINOFORN- 


e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f. (U) Individua? Affiliations 





g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 
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SECRETICREONNGFORN- 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Sudan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (S#NF)-Threat Level. The EC poses aS) iue to the 


following factors: 





b.4S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is EO duc to the following 


factors: 
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d.-(SHNFY Recommendatio: 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1610 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SGECREFPOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC Lok hat 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 708 (LIBYA) 


o Subject ARB was held on 30 May 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Goo 
based on the following: 


* Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
æ Other Factors: 






© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 


o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC DSIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 708 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a, (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7): 
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SEOREPHNOPORRN 
(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 



















(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 






d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 


g. (U) Behavior 
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h. (U) Other Information 





i. (U) Factors in Support of (Ba 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Libya. The ARB considered the Libyan government’s ARB 


submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 708 herein enclosed as Enclosure (4), There 
were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 708. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
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SECRET NOROE 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. SNP} Threat Level. The EC poses ABS ë to the 


following factors: 





b. -(SHNFyIntelligence Value. The EC is He due to the following 


factors: 


d. -(SANF) Recommendation. 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





“SECREFNOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC 4 eer 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 713 (SAUDI ARABIA) 





o Subject ARB was held on 24 January 2008 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Bo o 





> Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 







DASD-DA ° 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 







RECOMMENDATION; 





























Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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SSEREPTORCOHINGPORN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 713 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present, 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. The AMO provided an oral statement made by the EC to the AMO during the 
interview. This statement is documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. ‘The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a, (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5). 


ISN 713 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 1 of 11 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 5 3120 


SEORETHHOROCIUNGFORN 
(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 













(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 





(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 






c. (U) After review of all attached exhibits the Board disregarded DMO-48 because it did 
not relate to ISN 713 and was irrelevant. 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 





i. (U) Factors in Support of BBY 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Saudi Arabia. No third party or home country statements were 
provided, 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a Threat Level. The EC poses a ea | due to the 


following factors: 
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SPERETHORGONNOFORN 


b.-(SHNF} Intelligence Value. The EC is offa due to the following 


factors: 





c. -(SAN# Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 









8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SECRET NOFORA- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDECH Sa 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 717 (TUNISIA) 





based on the following: 


* Threat Assessment 
* Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 


Xen O ne ARB was held on 22 Jan 08 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to es 










o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
























Detain Release 
Attachments: 
Tab A OARDEC DSJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 717 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC refused to attend the interview. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
for the AMO’s interview. The ARB confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of 
Evidence, English and Arabic translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) 
point of contact for delivery to the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery 
to the EC from the JDG. 





£. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for EC Affairs (DASD-DA) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(© ©) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 
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SECRETE ORBONNOEORN 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 














4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key ~ 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a, (U) 









Recruitment 






b. (U) Travel 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





(a) (U) * DHS reported the Armed Islamic Group is designated as a foreign terrorist 
organization by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security. The Algerian Armed 
Islamic Group is described as an Islamic extremist group whose aim is to overthrow 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 





g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 
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5. (U) Third Party /Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Tunisia. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SYNE}Threat Level. The EC poses a ea o due to the 


following factors: 







b.-¢SANFY Intelligence Value. The EC is 0: due to the following 
factors: 
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c. (SNF Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 




















8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision 





ISN 717 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 10 of 10 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3141 


Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECREFINOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, oarvece, fafs 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 719 (SUDAN) 


o Subject ARB was held on 18 April 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation of 
EX) based on the following: 


+ Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of this EC’s case include: 





© Agency assessments follow: 











o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s ‘Assessment and Recommendation i 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO [lili 








Tab A OARDEC SJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officers Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 719 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. The AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the AMO’s 
interview, and provided an oral statement made by the EC to the AMO during the interview. 
This statement is documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 







(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 








(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 









ISN 719 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 2 of 8 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 


3144 





CEOCREMOROCNNOTORN 


4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 









b. (U) Travel 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 


NT T 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f£. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 











(U) Other Information 





i. (U) Factors in Support of oe | 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Sudan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
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7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SHNFy Threat Level. 














b. 45/N#7 Intelligence Value. The EC is o ue to the following 
factors: 





c. (SNF Detainee Treatment Act Consideration, 
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9. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OQARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





-SRERETANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, oARDECHS Pilot 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 


ICO ISN 720 (SUDAN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 31 May 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to 
based on the following: 














Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 











Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 720 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 


process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 







(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 











(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 








ISN 720 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 2 of 11 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3153 











(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 








4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. No new exhibits were 
introduced since last year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment The Board notes the EC has a long history of involvement with the 
jihad going back to fighting the Soviets in Afghanistan in the early 1990s. 
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c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 


(b) (U) According to open press, Abu Ikhlas al Masri was a close aide to Usama bin 
Laden. Al Masri reportedly trained Arabs, Pakistanis, Chechens, and others at the 
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camps in Paktia, Konduz, Nangarhar, and Rujar. Al Masri is believed to be one of the 
most skilled experts at making bombs and explosive devices and is the author of a 
number of military books. (DMO-4) 


ISN 720 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 7 of 11 





ARB 3 - Decision Reports 






e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 


(a) (U) According to the Department of Homeland Security, LT is the armed wing of 
the Pakistan based religious organization, MDI, a Sunni anti-U.S. organization 
formed in 1989. LT is one of the largest and best-trained groups fighting in Kashmir 
against India. The group was banned, and the Pakistani Government froze its assets 
in January 2002. (DMO-5) 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 





i. (U) Factors in Support of BEN 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
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a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Sudan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


el. The Board assesses the EC continues to represent al 
ue to the following factors: 








b. (SNF Intelligence Value. The EC is of (BSN due to the following 


factors: 
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c. (SHNF} Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 











8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S, Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





BSECREENOFOR- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDECA "he 57 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 722 (SYRIA) 


© Subject ARB was held on 1 Aug 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to ee 
based on the following: 


« Threat Assessment: 
* Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
{Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


hE 





RECOMMENDATION: 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 722 


1. (U) Intreduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. 


d. (U) The EC refused to leave his cell for the interview. In accordance with Standard 
Operating Procedures, the Joint Detention Group (JDG) liaison hand-carried two copies of 
the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English and Arabic translated, to the JDG point of 
contact for delivery to the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the 
EC from the JDG. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


(U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 














(2) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 






Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 













(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 
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Training 


c. (U) 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 





i. (U) Factors in Support off VB) | 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Syria. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 










a. {SNF Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 





factors: 


b. (SNF Intelligence Value. The EC is OE due to the following 
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c. {SNF} Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


-SECREFNOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian wre 

FROM: Director, OARDEC/ "bola 

SUBJECT; ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 727 (LIBYA) 





Intelligence Value: 
> Other Factors: 





© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 



























































o Agency assessments follow: 











DASD-DA | 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 














Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 727 








1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC refused to attend the interview. The Joint Detention Group 
(JDG) liaison hand-carried two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English 
and Arabic translated, to the JDG point of contact for delivery to the EC. The AMO received 
written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the JDG. 


d.. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB.convened the 
classified ‘session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


e. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 























(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 














(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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SECRETFORCONNGFORN- 
(© (U) US. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 








(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 








4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 























b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 









































d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
































e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 
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(1) (U) The Libyan Islamic Fighting Group is a foreign terrorist organization and 
has pledged to overthrow the Libyan government. Some members are aligned 
with Usama bin Laden's al Qaida organization or are active in the international 
Mujahedin network. (DMO-6) 





























(4) (U) On 15 November 2001 the Spanish newspaper El Pais’ web site claimed the EC 
was an active guerrilla leader of the Mujahedin movement with links to an Islamist group 
that was dismantled in Spain on 13 November 2001. The web site also claimed the EC 
was a member of the military council of the Islamist guerillas in Chechnya. (DMO-5) 















































(a) (U) AI Taqwa Bank in the Bahamas is listed in Executive Order 13224, which 
blocks property and prohibits transactions with persons who commit, threaten to 
commit, or support terrorism. (DMO-4) 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 
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i. (U) Factors in Support mo 






























































5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Libya. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 














7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SANP}Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 
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b.-S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is 0 tue to the following 


factors: 







































































d, ‘Recommendation. 
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Enclosure (5) 
Page 8 of 9 
BECREFORECNNGFORI- 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3182 





SECRETHORCONINGFORN- 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a, (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review. 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEECRETANGFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC t Sth 
SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 


ICO ISN 728 (YEMEN) 
© Subject ARB was held on 14 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to ee 


« Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 









o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 











Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC DSIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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GEOREMHORCCHNOTORN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 728 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein.as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. A copy of both the 
English and Arabic translated Unclassified Summary of Evidence was provided to the 
detainee according to Joint Detention Group Standard Operating Procedures. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC appeared to understand 
the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5). 


a) W) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 
(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITE) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


{6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 











d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 






e, (U) Organizational Affiliations 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support of BS. 
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SECREHORCONNOFORY 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SANF}Threat Level. The EC poses Be due to the 


following factors: 






b. #S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of (BSP due to the following 


factors: 


c. ae Treatment Act Consideration. Ha 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEERETHNOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oaRDEC AS Hf 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 743 (PAKISTAN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 16 Jan 08 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to ANN 
based on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
« Intelligence Value: 
+ Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA : 
CIA 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. i 























Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC DSJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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GEGCREFORCONNGFERN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 743 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the wanted to appear personally in the ARB Proceedings and wanted 
to respond to each statement of information in the Unclassified Summary after its 
presentation. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which included inquiries 
regarding his motivation to support jihad, his weapons training, his future plans, his 
perception of U.S. forces, and his treatment at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. All EC testimony 
and comments are included in enclosure (5). 





g. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


h. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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SECREFFORCONNOFORN- 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. ‘The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 


(OKLO) 








(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 






(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 








(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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BECREFIORECONINOFORN— 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB's threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 







b. (U) Travel 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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SECRETIOREONNOFPORIT 


e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





(i) (U) * According to the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), the Sipah-I- 
Sahaba/Pakistan (SSP) is a Sunni sectarian group that follows the Deobandi 
School. DHS reported that the SSP is violently anti-Shi'a and emerged in central 
Punjab in the mid-1980s as a response to the Iranian Revolution. DHS further 
reported the group's activities range from organizing political rallies calling for 
Shi'as to be declared non-Muslims to assassinating prominent Shi'a leaders. 
(DMO-2) 





f. (U) Individual Affiliations 












































g. (U) Behavior 
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h. (U) Other Information 







i. (U) Factors in Support of AAN 


(2) (U) The EC stated he made a mistake when he got involved with bad people at a 
young age. (DMO-25) 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Pakistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
a —_— “e€ect 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a Threat Level. The EC poses a [IS due to the 
following factors: 
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b. 4S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of (BMS due to the following 
factors: 














d. SNF Recommendation. E 
a 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 





a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decisi 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECREFNOFORT- 


ACTION MEMO 
FOR: Designated Civilian Offigi 
FROM: Director, OARDEC Kida 
SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 744 (ALGERIA) 


o Subject ARB was held on 04 May 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation 


based on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 











o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO) 


ris 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 744 








1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. The AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the AMO’s 
interview. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 





f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 






(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 













(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 
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CESR Sate neki 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 











4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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(U) Org liations 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 









h. (U) Other Information 







i. (U) Factors in Support of EAL 
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Sao 

5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Algeria. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 744, identified herein as enclosure (4) 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 744. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (S#NFY Threat Level. The EC poses k to the 
following factors 






b. (S/NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is o 
factors: 


ue to the following 
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c. (SNF Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 



























d. Recommendation. 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


GEERETINGFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECAS ths 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 753 (AFGHANISTAN) 


o — S on 10 Jan 2008 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to a 


‘based on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
* Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: ~ 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 









o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 























Transfer Release. 





Attachments: 


TabA OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officers Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 753 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) Exhibit EC-A, Memo for Record from Washington, DC, titled Notification of CSRT 
Determination dated 07 Jan 08 constitutes constructive notice of Enemy Combatant 
notification of ISN 753, identified herein as enclosure (2). 


d. (U) The AMO then presented the Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, 
identified herein as enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to 
appear personally in the ARB proceedings. 


e. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. The ARB 
confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English and Arabic 
translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) point of contact for delivery to 
the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the JDG. 


f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005, In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the Enemy Combatant 
status, 
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3. (U) Sommary of Information Considered 


a, (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are included 
herein within enclosure (5). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 









(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 








(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) ~ 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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4,(U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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i 
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g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 
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i. (U) Factors in Support offi) 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a.(U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan and is 36 years of age. No third party or home 
country statements were provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SYN) Threat Level. The EC poses a 








ue to the 
following factors: 
ISN 753 
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b. (S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of BBY ue to the following 


factors: 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decisis 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OQARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20361-1010 





SECREFINOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 
FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDECAG) J/g 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 757 (MAURITANIA) 


o Subject ARB was held on 30 November 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation tol 
ERE based on the following: 








« Threat Assessment: 
* Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o The Legal Sufficieny Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 








Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 757 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result.of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 








(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 






(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 














(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 





(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 
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a. (U) Recruitment 
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c. (U) Training 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





(i) (U) U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) reported the Libyan Islamic 
Fighting Group emerged in 1995 among Libyans who had fought against Soviet 
forces in Afghanistan. DHS reported the LIFG declared the government of 
Libyan leader Muammar Qadhafi un-Islamic and pledged to overthrow it. DHS 
further reported that some LIFG members maintain a strictly -anti-Qadhafi focus 
and organize against Libyan Government interests, but others are aligned with 





Usama bin Laden's al-Qaeda organization or are active in the international 
Mujahedin network. (DMO-2) 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC isa citizen of Mauritania. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 757, identified herein as enclosure (4). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 757. 
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-SECREFHORCONINOFORI- 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 





a. {SNF Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 





b. SNF Intelligence Value, The EC is off BS) g to the following 


factors: 


‘Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 





a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review -t 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEGREFANGFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC 437 Jahe 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 760 (MAURITANIA) 





© Subject ARB was held on 21 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation t 
based on the following: 
























© Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA 


















© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 760 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC), In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d, (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (incieding Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 
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Spirestone 


a. (U) Recruitment 

















b. (U) Travel 


TEN 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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(a) (U) According to DHS, the Armed Islamic Group has been designated by the U.S. 
Secretary of State as a Foreign Terrorist Organization. DHS reported the Armed 
Islamic Group aims to overthrow the secular Algerian regime and replace it with an 
Islamic state. DHS further reported the Armed Islamic Group has conducted a 
terrorist campaign of civilian massacres since 1992. (DMO-2) 


(b) (U) DHS reported the Salafist Group for Call and Combat has been designated by 
the U.S. Secretary of State as a Foreign Terrorist Organization. DHS assessed the 
Salafist Group, an outgrowth of the Armed Islamic Group, appears to have eclipsed 
the Armed Islamic Group since approximately 1998, and is currently the most 
effective armed group inside Algeria. DHS reported the Salafist Group continues to 
conduct operations aimed at government and military targets. DHS further reported 
such attacks include false roadblocks and attacks against convoys transporting 
military, police, or other government personnel. (DMO-2) 
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h. (U) Other Information 


























5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. U) The EC is a citizen of Mauritania. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 
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6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








a. {SNF} Threat Level. The EC poses al 
following factors: 


due to the 

















b.-(S/NF Intelligence Value, The EC iso 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEEREFNOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC Bh Aala 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 761 (LIBYA) 


o t ARB held on 16 Aug 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to} 
based on the following: g EE 








e Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO 


(St 
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SRSRETHOROOHINGHOR 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 761 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English. 
and Arabic translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) point of contact for 
delivery to the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the 
JDG. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 















(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 








ISN 761 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 2 of 9 


SPCRETHORCON NOT Ore 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3245 


4. (U) Primary Factors (including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 
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b. (U) Travel 





c. (U) Training 
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ividual Affiliations 








g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support of 
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2. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Jordan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


3. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 


4. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 








a. (SHNF}Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 









b. SNF} Intelligence Value. The EC is o 
factors: 
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5. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 





a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision, 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





GECREFNOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, ARDECHS“/)s1 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 762 (AFGHANISTAN) 


October 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to 
ased on the following: 













+ Threat Assessment: 
+ Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors; 






o Intelligence inputs-used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA 











o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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GEER EHSAN TERY 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 762 








1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to respond to each statement of information in the 
Unclassified Summary after its presentation. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) During the Board, the EC responded to each allegation/statement in the Unclassified 
Summary. The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which included inquiries 
regarding his family, weapons training, cross border travel, future plans, and his treatment at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, All EC testimony and comments are included in enclosure (4). 


f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (8): 








(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 








(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 
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SEGR EGRESS EORY 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 









c. (U) Training 
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d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 






f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support of MEV 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a, (U) The EC isa citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a, (S#*NFY Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 











b. SNF Intelligence Value. The EC is fy due to the following 


factors: 
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c, (SANE) Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECRET AOFORR— 
ACTION MEM! 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC Sila 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 782 (AFGHANISTAN) 


o Subject ARB was held on 6 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to 


e Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 










o Agency assessments follow: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab.A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 

















Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 782 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2), The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 


process, 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to.this EC was-obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 

















(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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SHORES NOTRE 
(6) O) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 











(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 





c, (U) Training 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support of NA 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. ‘Threat Level. The EC poses a n due to the 


following factors: 





b. {GHP Intelligence Value. The EC is AEE due to the following 


factors: 
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eatment Act Consideration. 





d. -SHNF} Recommendation. 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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SECRETINOFORK- 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
OFFICE FOR THE ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF 
THE DETENTION OF ENEMY COMBATANTS (OARDEC) 
AT U.S. NAVAL BASE GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 
1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON, WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301-1016 





13 December 2007 


From: Presiding Officer of S Review Board Panel #110 (U) 
To: Designated Civilian omaa p 
Via: Director, OARDEC (UNG I, 


Subj: (U) ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION FOR THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW OF THE DETENTION OF ENEMY COMBATANT ISN 798 (U) 


Ref: (a) (U) Deputy Secretary of Defense Order OSD 06942-04 of 11 May 04 (U) 
(b) (U) Deputy Secretary of Defense Revised Implementation Directive of 14 Jul 06 (U) 


Encl: (1) (U) Director, OARDEC, Memorandum for the Record of 26 November 2007 (U) 
(2) (U) Notification of the Decision of an Administrative Review Board (U) 
(3) (U) Enemy Combatant Election Form (U) 
(4) (U) Statement Provided on Behalf of ISN 79845} 
(5) (U) Summary of Administrative Review Board Proceedings for ISN 798 (U) 
(6) (U) Classified Record of Proceedings and Basis for Administrative Review Board 
Decision for ISN 798-<S#OEABR- 
(7) (U) Copies of Documented Evidence Presented to the Board 4S4NF- 


1, (U) Per references (a) and (b), an Administrative Review Board was conducted on 

6 December 2007 to determine whether subject Enemy Combatant continues to be a threat to the 
United States.and its allies or whether there are reasons to further detain him in U.S. custody. 
Enclosures (1) through (7) pertain. 


2. SANE After review and deliberation, Administrative Review Board = #110 determined 
by a vote of 3 to 0 that Enemy Combatant ISN 798 ee 
ERS The Board specifically determined the following: 





Threat Assessment 
Intelligence Value 
Other Factors 





3. -¢ >The Administrative Review Board recommends to the Designated Civilian Official that thr 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 798 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC), In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 

an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 

Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 

Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to appear personally in the ARB Proceedings and 

wanted to respond to each statement of information in the Unclassified Summary after it is Sud 
presented, The AMO further presented correspondence on behalf of the EC as Exhibit EC-C, 
identified herein as enclosure (4). 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present. 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process, 


e. (U) The AMO responded verbally, on behalf of the EC, to each allegation/statement in the 
Unclassified Summary. In addition, the EC provided additional comments to each 
allegation/statement. The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which included 
inquiries regarding his travel, his weapons training, his view of the Taliban, his refugee 
status, why he was arrested, his future plans, his perception of U.S. forces, and his treatment 
at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. All EC testimony and comments are included in enclosure (5). 








g. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjoumed. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 
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h. (U) The ARB has complied with the EC Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 


included herein within enclosure (7): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for EC Affairs (DASD-DA’ 





(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 






(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 












4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 







c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 






(i) (U) DHS reported the Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin has long-established ties with 
Usama bin Laden. Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin has staged small attacks in its attempt 
to force U.S. troops to withdraw from Afghanistan, overthrow the Afghani 
Transitional Administration, and establish a fundamentalist state. DHS reported 
Gulbuddin Hikmatyar founded the Hezb-e-lslami Gulbuddin and it was one of the 
major mujahedin groups in the war against the Soviets. In the early 1990s, 
Hikmatyar ran several terrorist training camps in Afghanistan and was a pioneer in 
sending mercenary fighters to other Islamic conflicts. DHS reported Hikmatyar 
offered to shelter Usama bin Laden after the fatter fled Sudan in 1996. (DMO-2) 
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g. (U) Beh: 








h. (U) Other Information 





i. (U) Factors in Support o 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a.(U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. The EC provided a statement from his home 
country on behalf of the EC, herein enclosed as Enclosure (4), Exhibit EC-C. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. Threat Level. The EC poses aS Hue to the 


following factors: 
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e to the following 


b. (SHAN Intelligence Value. The EC is oi 
factors: 





Ca EC Treatment Act Consideration. PS 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 






a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decisio 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review | 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1016 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 26301-1010 





SEEREFMOFOR- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oaRDECKS ‘let 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 832 (AFGHANISTAN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 30 August 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation tof 
based on the following: 


« Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 832 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive and refused to attend the 
interview. 


d. (U) The EC refused to leave his cell for the interview. In accordance with Standard 
Operating Procedures, the Joint Detention Group (JDG) liaison hand-carried two copies of. 
the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English and Pashtu translated, to the JDG point of 
contact for delivery to the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the 
EC from the JDG. 






f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g- (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 








(2) (U) Contral Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Cri al Investig: Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMQ) 
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(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 







c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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(a) (U) The Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin is listed in the Department of Homeland 
Security’s Terrorist Organization Reference Guide, Gulbuddin Hikmatyar founded 
Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin as a faction of the Hezb-e-Islami party in 1977, and it was 
one of the major mujahedin groups in the war against the Soviets. Hezb-e-Islami 
Gulbuddin has long-established ties with bin Laden. In the early 1990s, Hikmatyar 
ran several terrorist training camps in Afghanistan and was a pioneer in sending 
mercenary fighters to other Islamic conflicts. Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin has staged 
small attacks in its attempt to force U.S. troops to withdraw from Afghanistan, 
overthrow the Afghani Transitional Administration and establish a fundamentalist 
state. (DMO-4) 










f. (U) Individual Affiliations 


g. (U) Behavior 
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h. (U) Other Information 







i. (U) Factors in Support of BSE 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material presented on behalf of ISN 832, herein enclosed as enclosure (4). There 
were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 832. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. {SNF} Threat Level. The EC poses afi due to the 


following factors: 
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b. *SHNFF Intelligence Value. The EC is of SUES due to the following 


factors: 


mo . Act Consideration 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a, (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense + 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEEREPANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECNSiby 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 836 (YEMEN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 13 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to Ga 






Intelligence Value: 
« Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO} 









(Detain) f. 

















Transfer Release, 











Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 836 


1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
- Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 

considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 

proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a, (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3), 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, English 
and Arabic translated, were delivered to the Joint Detention Group (JDG) point of contact for 
delivery to the EC. The AMO received written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the 
JDG. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the EC Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a, (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below.. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for EC Affairs (DASD-DA) 







(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 






(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 






(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S, Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 
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(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC, An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a, (U) Recruitment 
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g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 





i. (U) Factors in Support ofS) 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 























a ‘Threat Level. The EC poses al due to the 
following factors: 





b. (S4NFF Intelligence Value. The EC is of ESG due to the following 
factors: 
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8.4S4NF} Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 


9. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





“SEECREFANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECIS Yas 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 837 (YEMEN) 


o Subject ARB was held on 20 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation t 
SEE f=. on te folowing 


« Threat Assessment: 
« Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 














o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA : 
[CA o 


CIA 





© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 














Transfer Release. 
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Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 





3 - Decision Reports " 3306 


SHORE THORO CTE 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 837 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC appeared to understand the 
process. Copies of both the English and Arabic translated Unclassified Summary of 
Evidence were offered to the EC according to Joint Detention Group Standard Operating 
Procedures, however the EC did not accept the documents. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the EC Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below.- The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6): 


@) @) 








Q) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 











(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 








(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 





(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 








ISN 837 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 2 of 12 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 


3308 


SEOREPORCOVNOPORRN 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 








4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a, (U) Recruitment 
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b. (U) Travel 
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£. (U) individual Affiliations 





g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. SHNF} Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: 







wera o e 


b. {SNF Intelligence Value. The EC is o 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1016 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C, 20301-1010 





SEECREF-NOFORE— j 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECAB fos 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
fs ICO ISN 838 (YEMEN) 


o Subject ARB was held on 13 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Goo 
based on the following: 


« Threat Assessment: 
+ Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 





o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 838 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB. 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
. during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g- (U) The ARB has complied with the EC Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a, (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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SHOCRETHORCCTINOTORN 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for EC Affairs (DASD-DA) 






(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CTA) 










(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Join k Force tanamo 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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SECRETHORGONNGEORA 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 






g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 
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i. (U) Factors in Support of Oe 





5, (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. Threat Level. The EC poses 
following factors: 







C 


b.-¢S/N¥F} Intelligence Value. The EC is o 


factors: 
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c. {SNF} Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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GEORERHOSCSMNSEORH 
8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
































ISN 838 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 9 of 9 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3328 


Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEEREF/NOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC AS /iube 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 839 (YEMEN) 


December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation of 
based on the following: 











è Threat Assessment 
e Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 




















Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 839 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a, (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. The AMO presented to the Board comments the EC made during the AMO’s 
interview about information contained in the Unclassified Summary of Evidence. The EC’s 
comments are documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITE) 







(5) (U) Joint ‘Task Force Guantanamo (JT¥-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) ` 
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SEORETIORCONNOPORN 
(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 
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c. (U) Training 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 






i. (U) Factors in Support of AANI 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 


submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 839, identified herein as enclosure (6). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 839. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 








a. (SNF) Threat Level. The EC poses 
following factors: 

















due to the 





b. (S#NFy Intelligence Value. The EC is offB)S) tue to the following 
factors: 
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nsideration 











8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 














a, (U) The Board reached a unanimous decisi a 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review. 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEERETANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECIS eles 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 840 (YEMEN) 


o Subject ARB was held on 14 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to OMIM 
AN based on the following: 
. 


Threat Assessment: 
+ Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: i 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 











© Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA _ » 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 














Tab A OARDEC ASIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 840 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





£. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement, In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 








(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 











(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITE) 
(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





c. (U) Trainin: 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f. (U) Individual Affiliations 





g. (U) Behavior 






h. Other Information 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 840, identified herein as enclosure (4). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 840. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. Threat Level. The EC poses ae) eee to the 


following factors: 





b. -¢S//NFF Intelligence Value. The EC is Be to the following 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





“SEECRETNOFORA- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC ASy9/j 
tor, des lolog 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 841 (YEMEN) 








Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 


= 

































































o Agency assessments follow: 











DASD-DA 
CIA 
FBI 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached, i 

















(Transfer Release. 








Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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-SECRETIOREONINGES RAK 
D RECORD OF INi BASIS FOR 


REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 841 


1. (U) introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3), 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 

d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 


during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The AMO responded verbally, on behalf of the EC, to each allegation/statement in the 
Unclassified Summary. All EC comments are included in enclosure (4). 



































g. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjoummed. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


h, (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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SECREFORCONANOFERN- 
3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The foliowing government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 


included herein within enclosure (6). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs DASD-DA) 






4) ©) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) ©) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) - 


(6) (U) U.S, Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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(3) (U) The EC stated that his interrogator in Cuba told him if he did not respond to their 
questions they would send him back to the dark prison. The EC stated he just made up 
things to keep from being sent back to Kabul. (Enclosure 3). This allegation could not 
be corroborated. 


i (U) Factors in Support of WE 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home.country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
ee 

7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 
a. “SHNF} Threat Level. The EC poses a FENAN due to the 


following factors: 
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b. {S#NFF Intelligence Value, The EC is oiaue to the following 


factors: 





(2)(U) The EC alleges “that his interrogator in Cuba told him if he did not respond to 
their questions they would send him back to the dark prison, and he just made up things 
to keep from being sent back to Kabul” (Enclosure 3). The allegation appears to rise to 
the level of coercion on its face. An investigation has been initiated but is not completed. 
Therefore, the Board found that it is not practicable to determine if the EC’s statements 
were coerced, The Board found the EC’s statements were probative based on the 
following factors: 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


a. (U) Recruitment 


b. (U) Trayel 
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(b) (U) The 55" Abab Brigade were trained in Usama bin Laden’s terror camps and 
are the Taliban’s most dedicated and highly skilled soldiers; the elite of the al Qaida 
fighters. (DMO-2) 





ISN 841 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 4 of 11 


ARB 3- Decision Reports “SE CRETTORCONAOFORN- 3356 


Enclosure (5) 
Page 5 of 11 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 








ISN 841 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 6 of 11 


ARB3-Decision Reports  “SECREFFORCONANOFORN- 3358 


ISN 841 
Enclosure (5) 
Page 10 of 11 





ARB 3 - Decision Reports 














ARB 3+ Decision Reports 


Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEECRETFANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oare Hoeks 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 850 (Afghanistan) y 


held on 18 Jan O8 resulting in a unanimous recommendation rR E 


based on the following: 








© Threat Assessment: 
© Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 850 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) Exhibit EC-A, “Notification of CSRT Determination” dated 7 January 2008, 
constitutes constructive notice of Enemy Combatant Notification of ISN 850, identified 
herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the Enemy Combatant Election Form as 
Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to 
appear personally in the ARB Proceedings 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which included inquiries 
regarding his support of jihad, his military training, and operations he conducted against U.S. 
forces. All EC testimony and comments are included in enclosure (4), 


f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


(U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 
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SPCREMHOROONNOFORN 
(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 








(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investig 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 







(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4, (U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following 
key indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. 


a. (U) Recruitment 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 
5 — 
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g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 


(4) (U) The EC stated during his ARB hearing that all the allegations in the Unclassified. 


Summary were true except for ISN 452’s statement in paragraph 4.h.(2). (Enclosure 4) 
i. (U) Factors in Support off Man 


5. (U) Party / Home Country Statements. 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan and is 32 years of age. No third party or home 
country statements were provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (S#NF}-Threat Level. The EC poses (BO due to the 
following factors: 
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b.-(S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of Bey ave to the following 


factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEERETANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECAS Yao 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 886 (AFGHANISTAN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 05 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Goo 
based on the following: 


© Threat Assessment: 
e Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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IFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDIN R ADMINISTRATIVE 
'W BOARD D] ON FOR 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently. the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U). The ARB has complied with the EC Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for EC Affairs DASD-DA) 





4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





G) ©) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
ISN 886 
Enclosure (4) 
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(© (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) _ 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 7 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. No new exhibits were 


introduced since last year’s ARB: 
a. (U) Recruitment 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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(U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





(U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 
a. (S/NF-Threat Level. The EC poses a E due to the 


following a 
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b. -(SHNF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of (BJ) | due to the following 
factors: $ 





8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OQARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECRET ANOFORS- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
Wey 
FROM: Director, OARDEC kl hh 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 888 (AFGHANISTAN) 


o Subject ARB was held on 5 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Le 
based on the following: 







© Threat Assessment: 
è Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 














o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
{Tab B} with enclosures are attached. 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 888 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2), The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. The Joint Detention 
Group (JDG) liaison hand-carried two copies of the Unclassified Summary of Evidence, 
English and Arabic translated, to the JDG point of contact for delivery to the EC. The AMO 
received written confirmation of delivery to the EC from the JDG. 





e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 








(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3)(U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 








(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 









c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





(a) (U) * U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) reported Gulbuddin 
Hikmatyar founded Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin as a faction of the Hezb Islami: party in 
1977, and it was one of the major Mujahedin groups in the war against the Soviets. 
Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin has tong-established ties with Usama bin Laden. DHS 
further reported that in the early 1990s, Hikmatyar ran several terrorist training camps 
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in Afghanistan and was a pioneer in sending mercenary fighters to-other Islamic 
conflicts. DHS assessed Hikmatyar offered to shelter Usama bin Laden after the 
latter fled Sudan in 1996. (DMO-2) 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 





g. (U) Behavior 


h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support ofS) | 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a, {SNF} Threat Level. The EC poses ae ue to the 


following factors: 





b. -(S//NFF Intelligence Value. The EC is of (RS due to the following 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 





a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 


ISN 888 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 9 of 9 


SEOREHORCCHINGFORN 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3389 


Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review i 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SEERETANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, oarde Hefe 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 890 (AFGHANISTAN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 11 J; 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation of 
ANA ased on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
+ Intelligence Value: 
* Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 890 


1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation, 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. In addition, the AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the 
AMO?’s interview. These comments are documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, ifany, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 


a) ©) 












(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 





(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





c. (U) After review of all attached exhibits the ARB disregarded DMO-28 because the Board 
concluded it did not relate to ISN 890. 
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4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 










b. (U) Travel 


c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





(a) (U) Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin is described as a foreign terrorist organization that 
was one of the major Mujahedin groups in the war against the Soviets, has long- 
established ties with Usama bin Laden, and has staged small attacks in its attempt to 
force U.S. troops to withdraw from Afghanistan, overthrow the Afghan Transitional 
Administration, and establish a fundamentalist state. (DMO-2) 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 






g. (U) Behavior 






h. (U) Other Information 







i. (U) Factors in Support of WAN 


5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghnistan. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 890, identified herein as enclosure (4). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 890. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
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SRORETHOROCONNOFORN 


7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 





a. (SNF) Threat Level. The EC poses a| due to the 
following factors: 









The EC is of | ee due to the following 


b. (SNF Intelligence Value. 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECREFINOFORA- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oarpecké thala 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 892 (TUNISIA) 


© Subject ARB was held on 7 May.2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to Co 


based on the following: 







+ Threat Assessment: 
+ Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 


o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o . Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA. 





o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO, 








ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3399 





SEOREHIORCCTUNOPORT 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 892 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC was unresponsive when asked if he would attend the ARB; consequently the 
Board convened without the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO‘s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC appeared to 
understand the process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 
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SECREMOROCHNGEGRN 
(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 





(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 










(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 
(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) U.S. European Command (USEUCOM) 
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SESCREHEROCHINGFORN 
(8) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 











4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC: 


a. (U) Background 
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(b) (U) Al Gamaa al Islamiyya (variant of Gamaat Al Islamiya) is found on the 

Department of Homeland Security’s Terrorist Organization Reference Guide. This 
group has conducted armed attacks against Egyptian security and other government 
officials, (DMO-4) 





d. (U) Training 
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j. (U) Factors in Support of EAL 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Tunisia. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 














a. (SHNF}Threat Level. The EC poses due to the 
following factors: 











b. -(S/ANF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of BP due to the following 
factors: 
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c. (U) Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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SSR SHOR SHNEESTP 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review | 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba F 
1019 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEEREFNOFORA- 


ACTION MEMO 
FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDEC Meher 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 893 (YEMEN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 29 August 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation to (Bie 
ased on the following: 















e Threat Assessment; f 
e Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 














DASD-DA 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 


(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





RECOMMENDATI 

















Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC DSJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 893 


1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC), In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that atranslator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 


process. 




















f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 
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3. (U) Summary of Informatien Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 





(1)(U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA 




















AUS 
(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 











es: ue Š 
(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 











(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(b)(1),(© c 
f 











ISN 893 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 2 of 10 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3414 





(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


























4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 


a) 
a 


o 
i 


i 


ae 





a 


. (U) Travel 


7 
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U) Training 





AA A PAAA 


LOL I T 
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ISN 893 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 5 of 10 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3417 


(a) (U) * The EC stated he was held in prison in Zahedan for two months, in Tehran 
for one day, and then in Mashhad, Iran for a few days before being transported to 
Afghanistan as part of what the EC believed was a prisoner exchange. (DMO-15) 











. 


: 
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g. (U) Behavior 














(3) (U) * The EC stated since he was already dead he might as well be sent to Iraq to 
fight against the Americans there. The EC further stated if he went back to Saudi Arabia 
he would be sent to jail and that his life would be no different. (DMO-13) 


o x 











h. (U) Other Information 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Yemen. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 


Te 
AAG 

















due to the 





a. Threat Level. The EC poses 


following factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEEREBAOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, oarvEct $991 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 899 (AFGHANISTAN) 





© Subject ARB was held on 27 Jun 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation tof 
ERS based on the following: 


© Threat Assessment 
e Intelligence Value: 
+ Other Factors: 







© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA 











© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 


SECREFAINOFORNT 
ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3423 





SEORETHORGONNOFORN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 899 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to appear personally in the ARB Proceedings. The 
EC also wanted the assistance of the AMO and elected to respond to each statement of 
information in the Unclassified Summary after its presentation. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 


e. (U) The EC responded verbally to each allegation/statement in the Unclassified Summary. 
The EC answered a series of questions from the ARB, which included inquiries regarding his 
ties to extremists, involvement in planning of operations against U.S. and Coalition Forces 
and his plans for the future if released. All EC testimony and comments are included in 
enclosure (4). 


f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The AMO presented 
classified information on behalf of the EC and this information was introduced during the 
board as enclosure EC-C. The Board has since re-designated this document as exhibit 
DMO-29. The ARB panel members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the 
session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
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ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 






(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 






(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 
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SRORETTOROONNGTORN 
(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 







c. (U) Training 





d. (U) Qperations, Combat and Capture 
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(a) (U) The EC claimed the Taliban took him to the battle by force as a conscript 
(Enclosure 4, p. 4) 





(a) (U) * The Terrorist Organization Reference Guide states HIG has long-established 
ties with Usama bin Laden and ran several terrorist training camps in Afghanistan. 
The HIG has staged small attacks in its attempt to force U.S. troops to withdraw from 
Afghanistan, overthrow the Afghani Transitional Administration and establish a 
fundamentalist state. (DMO-4) 
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(b) (U) The EC stated that Farsi is the main language in that area, and he could not 
have incited people if he didn’t speak their language. (Enclosure 4, p. 9) 


a 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 





(b) (U) In another account, the EC claimed he never worked for his uncle, but he 
worked as a driver for the Security Commander in Kandahar, Khakreze District, 
under Lieutenant Muhammed Akram. (Enclosure 4, p. 5) 








Behavior 


g U) 


h. (U) Other Information 





ISN 899 
Enclosure (6) 
Page 7 of 10 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3430 

















i. (U) Factors in Support of, 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 
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6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 








7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SNFyThreat Level. The EC poses 
following factors: 








b., S#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is off SS) duc to the following 


factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (QARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECRETANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC 16° Blt 





SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 928 (AFGHANISTAN) 


© Subject ARB was held on 19 June 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Co 
pa based on the following: 
«© Threat Assessment: 


© Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 





o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





© Agency assessments follow: 











o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


Attachmenis: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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OEOREFIOROONNOFORR 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 928 





1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings. 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f£. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this EC, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this EC was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this EC. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a, (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7): 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 
















(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 


(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 






(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Training 






c. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 


Gi) (U) * The Terrorist Organization Reference Guide states the Hezb-e-Islami 
Gulbuddin was one of the major Mujahedin groups in the war against the Soviets. 
Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin has long established ties with Usama bin Laden, and its 
founder offered shelter to bin Laden after he fled Sudan in 1996. The Hezb-e- 
Islami Gulbuddin staged small attacks in its attempt to force United States troops 
ISN 928 
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to withdraw from Afghanistan, overthrow the Afghan Transitional 
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d. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





(a) (U) * The Abu Sayyaf Group is the most violent separatist group operating in the 
southern Philippines. Some of its leaders fought in Afghanistan during the Soviet war 
and are students and proponents of radical Islamic teachings. The group engages in 
kidnapping for ransom, bombings, assassinations, extortion, and from time to time 
claims its motivation is to promote an independent Islamic state. The group is known 
to have killed U.S. citizens on three separate occasions. (DMO-4) 
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g. (U) Other Information 






h. (U) Factors in Support of HG) 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 928, herein enclosed as Enclosure (5). 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a, {SNF} Threat Level. The EC poses a BO o g to the 
following factors: 
































b. 4S4#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is o 
factors: 








due to the following 


c. (S/N Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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mimendation. 











8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1016 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEGREEANOFOR 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECAS Ape 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
1CO ISN 934 (AFGHANISTAN) 


o Subject ARB was held on 21 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation oS 


ERS hased on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 







o Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 


DASD-DA 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 



































(Detain) J z 
Transfer Release 
Attachments: 
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SRCRETTORC ON on onN 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 934 





1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c, (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments. were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 
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(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 












(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 
(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMOQ) 











(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 


4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 
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(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 





b. (U) Travel 





c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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f. (U) Individual Affiliations 





n 
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i. (U) Factors in Support off ON 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SNF) Threat Level. The EC poses a 
following factors: A 
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SECRETE RESCH Rem 
b. (SHNEF Intelligence Value. The EC is fE 7 due to the following 


factors: 


c. (SHN¥F>Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 





d. AS#NF} Recommendation. 


8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba ‘ 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SECRET AOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, oannec4 Psy 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 942 (AFGHANISTAN) 


o De ARB was held on 14 September 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Goo o 


based on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
e intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC's case include: 





o Agency assessments follow: 









o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 








C 





NDATION: That the DCO 


PNE a 


Tab A OARDEC DSJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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Attachments: 


(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 942 


1. (U) Introduction 


a.. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2), The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was present 
during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified Summary 
of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 






f, (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement, In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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3. (U) Summary of information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 





(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 








(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 
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(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 









(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 





(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 
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b. (U) Travel 


(1) (U) The Board found no substantive or collaborative information about the EC’s 
travel. 


c. (U) Training 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 


ISN 942 
Enclosure (4) 
Page 6 of 11 





SEORETHOROCNNOFORN 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3460 


(a) (U) DHS reported Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin was a major mujahedin group in the 
war against the Soviets. DHS reported the group has long established ties with Usama 
bin Laden and the group’s founder offered to shelter bin Laden after he fled Sudan in 
1996. DHS reported the group staged small attacks in its attempt to force U.S. troops 
to withdraw from Afghanistan, overthrow the Afghani Transitional Administration, 
and establish a fundamentalist state. (OMO-4) 
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f 


h. (U) Other Information 
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i. (U) Factors in Support of He) | 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a, (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 
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7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 





a. {SNF Threat Level. The EC poses ue to the 
following factors: 




















b. (SHNF} Intelligence Value. The EC is o; ue to the following 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a, (U) The Board’s decision was not unanimous. The dissenting Board member's 
recommendation is 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OQARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 





SEEREFANCFORA- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, oare hha 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 944 (AFGHANISTAN) 


© Subject ARB was heid on 15 May 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation o 


ased on the following: 


e Threat Assessment: 
+ Intelligence Value: 
+ Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 












© The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 





RECOMMENDATION: 


Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 944 


1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC was uncooperative or unresponsive, and refused to attend the 
AMO interview. This response is documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


e. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment. Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 
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(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 


(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 







(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command ( ï 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 
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4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment.of the EC, An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information derived from exhibits not utilized in the previous 
year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 






b. (U) Travel 


c. (U) Training 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 





f. (U) Individual Affiliations 


h. (U) Other Information 








Enclosure (5) 
Page 5 of 7 


ARB 3 - Decision Reports 3471 





i. (U) Factors in Support of (BS 





5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a, (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OQARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D:€. 20301-1010 





SECREFINGFORI- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDEC Kéla 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 954 (AFGHANISTAN) 








© Subject ARB was held on 28 June 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation tof 
___based on the following: 










Intelligence Value: 
e Other Factors: 











o Agency assessments follow: 




















o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 




















Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 954 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to appear personally in the ARB Proceedings and 
wanted to respond to each statement of information in the Unclassified Summary after its 
presentation, The AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the AMO’s 
interview. This statement is documented in Exhibit EC-B. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The EC responded verbally to each allegation/statement in the Unclassified Summary. 
He then read an excerpt of a letter from his family. Finally, the EC answered a series of 
questions from the ARB, which included inquiries regarding his support of jihad, training, 
future plans, perception of U.S. forces, and treatment at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. All EC 
testimony and comments are included in enclosure (4). 


f. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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SEORETHORCCHINGT OMT 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 


ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (6). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA. 
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SPCRETIORCOTUNGPORN 
(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


























4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” is used in the 
following text to annotate information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 














b. (U) Travel 








c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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(a) (U) The EC denied firing against U.S. troops, hiding behind women and throwing 
grenades. (Enclosure 4, p. 5) 





























(a) (U) The EC claimed he never worked with the Taliban and spent all his time 
serving his mother and family, and teaching the children of his village. (Enclosure 4, 


p. 6) 
f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 





(b) (U) On 4 March 2002, The News (Islamabad) reported Saifur Rahman was the 
deputy commander of the Kargha garrison west of Kabul, Afghanistan, during the 
Taliban’s rule. (DMO-4) 


(c) (U) The EC said Rahman has no connection or relation with him, Rahman is not 
from the EC’s village, and the EC is not Rahman’s relative. (Enclosure 4, p. 4) 
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(a) (U) The EC said other than traveling with his family through Khowst when 
returning from Pakistan, and taking his mother to Kabul for medical treatment, he has 











not seen any other provinces in Afghanistan. (Enclosure 4, p. 13) 























(U) Factors in Support of iis) 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 









7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 
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b. -(S/ANF} Intelligence Value. The EC is of 


factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba ` 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


FOR: Designated Civilian Offici: 

FROM: Director, OARDEC: efor 

SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 961 (AFGHANISTAN) 





-SEEREFNOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


o Sul 









ect ARB was held on 22 August 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation Be 
ased on the following: 





> Threat Assessment: 
Intelligence Value: 


e Other Factors: 


© Inteligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 















o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
{Tab B) with enclosures are attached. 


RECOMMENDATION: 






Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASIA Legal Sufficiency Review 
Tab B Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 961 


1. (U) Introduction 


a, (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a, (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and that the EC understood the 
process. 


e. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


f. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (5): * 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secret of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-! 





(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 
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SORE TIORCONNOFORN 
(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GIMO) 








(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 









(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





4, (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. No new exhibits were 
introduced since last year’s ARB: 


a. (U) Recruitment 








b. (U) Travel 
c. (U) Training 


d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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b. (U) Organizational Affiliations 
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d. (U) Behavior 






e. (U) Other Information 
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f. (U) Factors in Support of ES. 







2. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 
a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. No third party or home country statements were 
provided. 


3. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





4. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a, (SHNF)Threat Level. The EC poses 
following factors: 














due to the 


b. 4SHNFy Intelligence Value. The EC is of BS due to the following 
factors: 
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c. (SHNF} Detainee Treatment Act Consideration, 





5. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1010 


SECRETANOFORN— 
ACTION MEMO 





FOR: Designated Civilian Official 
FROM: Director, OARDECHS haps ; 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 968 (AFGHANISTAN) 


o oo ARB was held on 14 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation day 


based on the following: 


+ Threat Assessment: 
o Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 


© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB’s determination of this EC’s case include: 











o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer's Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. i 








RECOMMENDATION: That the DCO 
T Ñ 




















Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 968 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information, The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 


a. (U) The EC declined to attend the ARB, and consequently the Board convened without 
the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC affirmatively declined to appear personally in the ARB 
proceedings. The AMO verbally summarized comments the EC made during the AMO’s 
interview. This statement is documented in Exhibit EC-B. The AMO further presented 
correspondence on behalf of the EC as Exhibits EC-C, EC-D, EC-E, EC-F, EC-G, EC-H, 
EC-I, EC-J, EC-K, and EC-L, identified herein as enclosure (4). 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 





£. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 
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SSR HOASSwyOrSRn 
3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 


a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 


b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
included herein within enclosure (7). 






(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 







(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 


(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 





(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 


(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 
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(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (QMC) 





c. (U) After review of all attached exhibits the ARB disregarded DMO-17 and DMO-18 
because they were not relevant to the EC. The ARB also disregarded DMO-34 because it did 
not provide any additional useful information. 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 


(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 






b. (U) Travel 





d, (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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e. (U) Organizational Affiliations 











(b) (U) U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) reported Gulbuddin Hikmatyar 
founded Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin (HIG) as a faction of the Hezb-e-Islami party in 
1977, and it was one of the major Mujahedin groups in the war against the Soviets. 
DHS also reported HIG has long-established ties with Usama bin Laden. DHS 
further reported HIG has staged small attacks in its attempt to force United States 
troops to withdraw from Afghanistan, overthrow the Afghan Transitional 
Administration, and establish a fundamentalist state. (DMO-2) 


f. (U) Individual Affiliations 
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g. (U) Behavior 





h. (U) Other Information 
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§, (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. The ARB considered the habeas counsel’s ARB 
submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 968, identified herein as enclosure (5). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 968. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a SNF) Threat Level, The EC poses oE a othe 
following factors: 





b.-tS#NF} Intelligence Value. The EC is offf#/EpN kue to the following 
factors: 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 
a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous decision. 
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Department of Defense 
Office for the Administrative Review 
of the Detention of Enemy Combatants (OARDEC) 
at U.S. Naval Base Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
1010 Defense Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20301-1016 





SECREEANOFORN- 
ACTION MEMO 


FOR: Designated Civilian Official 


FROM: Director, OARDEC 46 tahoe 


SUBJECT: ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW BOARD ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATION 
ICO ISN 975 (AFGHANISTAN) 


o Da ARB was held on 07 December 2007 resulting in a unanimous recommendation a 


sed on the following: 


© Threat Assessment: 
è Intelligence Value: 
© Other Factors: 





© Intelligence inputs used in the ARB's determination of this EC’s case include: 





© Agency assessments follow: 








o The Legal Sufficiency Review (Tab A) and the Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
(Tab B) with enclosures are attached. E 











Transfer Release. 











Attachments: 


Tab A OARDEC ASJA Legal Sufficiency Review 
TabB Presiding Officer’s Assessment and Recommendation 
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(U) CLASSIFIED RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND BASIS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW BOARD DECISION FOR ISN 975 


1. (U) Introduction 


a. (U) An Administrative Review Board (ARB) was held pertaining to the subject Enemy 
Combatant (EC). In reaching the ARB’s conclusions and recommendations, the ARB 
considered both classified and unclassified information. The following record of the 
proceedings presents the factors the ARB used in making its recommendation. 


2. (U) Synopsis of Proceedings 
a. (U) The EC chose to attend, and consequently the Board convened with the EC present. 


b. (U) The Designated Military Officer (DMO) presented the Unclassified Summary in both 
written and oral form. 


c. (U) The Assisting Military Officer (AMO) presented the Notification of the Decision of 
an ARB as Exhibit EC-A, identified herein as enclosure (2). The AMO then presented the 
Enemy Combatant Election Form as Exhibit EC-B, identified herein as enclosure (3). 
Exhibit EC-B indicated the EC wanted to appear personally in the ARB Proceedings and 
wanted to respond to each statement of information in the Unclassified Summary after its 
presentation. 


d. (U) The ARB confirmed that a translator who spoke the same language as the EC was 
present during the AMO’s interview. Additionally, the ARB confirmed the Unclassified 
Summary of Evidence was read and translated to the EC, and the EC understood the process. 


e. (U) The EC responded to each statement in the Unclassified Summary and the ARB asked 
additional questions based upon his responses. Additionally. the EC made a statement at the 
end of the proceedings. All EC testimony and comments are included in enclosure (6). 


£. (U) The unclassified portion of the proceedings was adjourned. The ARB convened the 
classified session and the DMO presented the Classified Summary. The ARB panel 
members reviewed the classified exhibits and then closed the session for deliberation. 


g. (U) The ARB has complied with the Detainee Treatment Act of 2005. In making a 
determination of status or disposition of this detainee, the ARB has assessed, to the extent 
practicable, whether any statement derived from or relating to this detainee was obtained as a 
result of coercion; and the probative value, if any, of any such statement. In addition, the 
ARB considered any new evidence that became available relating to the enemy combatant 
status of this detainee. 


3. (U) Summary of Information Considered 
a. (U) The ARB reviewed the ARB 2 package. 
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b. (U) The following government agency and command assessments were considered by the 
ARB and are summarized below. The specific agency and command assessments are 
ineluded herein within enclosure (8). 


(1) (U) Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Detainee Affairs (DASD-DA) 











(2) (U) Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 





(3) (U) Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 





(4) (U) Criminal Investigation Task Force (CITF) 








(5) (U) Joint Task Force Guantanamo (JTF-GTMO) 








(6) (U) U.S. Southern Command (USSOUTHCOM) 


(7) (U) Office of Military Commissions (OMC) 





c. (U) After review of all attached exhibits the ARB disregarded DMO-26 because it did not 
relate to the EC and was irrelevant. 


4. (U) Primary Factors (Including Intelligence Value and Law Enforcement Value of the 
Enemy Combatant) 
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(U) The ARB considered the above agency and command assessments and the following key 
indicators in the ARB’s threat and intelligence assessment of the EC. An “*” denotes 
information from exhibits not used in the previous year’s ARB. 


a. (U) Recruitment 






b. (U) Travel 


c. (U) Training 





d. (U) Operations, Combat and Capture 
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SEFORETHOROONHNOFORN 


(i) (U) U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) reported that Gulbuddin 
Hikmatyar founded Hezb-e-Islami Gulbuddin as a faction of the Hizb-e-Islami 
party in 1977. DHS also reported Hizb-I Islami Gulbuddin was one of the major 
Mujahedin groups in the war against the Soviets and has long-established ties 
with Usama bin Laden. DHS further reported that in the early 1990s, Hikmatyar 
ran several terrorist training camps in Afghanistan and was a pioneer in sending 
mercenary fighters to other Islamic conflicts. Hikmatyar offered to shelter Usama 
bin Laden after the latter fled Sudan in 1996. (DMO-4) 


g. (U) Behavior 







h. (U) Other Information 


i. (U) Factors in Support of MB) 
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5. (U) Third Party / Home Country Statements 


a. (U) The EC is a citizen of Afghanistan. The ARB considered the habeas counsel's ARB 


submission material submitted on behalf of ISN 975, identified herein as enclosure (4). 
There were no other matters submitted on behalf of ISN 975. 


6. (U) Consultations with the Administrative Review Board Legal Advisor 





7. (U) Conclusions and Recommendation of the Administrative Review Board 


a. (SNF) Threat Level. The EC poses ae ve to the 
following factors: 





b. SNF Intelligence Value, The EC is of 
factors: 


c. {SANF} Detainee Treatment Act Consideration. 
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8. (U) Board Members’ Voting Results 


a. (U) The Board reached a unanimous 
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